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Now that she is retiring after a long 

career of teaching, public service, and 
more than a decade of Federal service, 
I know that Mary Jo will carry the 
same passion for the Eastern Pan-
handle and for West Virginia that she 
always has, and she will continue to 
make a difference wherever she may be 
and wherever she goes—always for the 
State of West Virginia and her commu-
nity. 

It is my greatest honor to extend to 
her and to Walter my very best wishes 
in the days and years ahead. 

Thank you, Mary Jo, and God bless 
you for everything you have done for 
me, for our office, and, most impor-
tantly, for our State of West Virginia 
and the Eastern Panhandle. God bless 
you. 

Thank you. 
I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from North Dakota. 
Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 

ask unanimous consent to complete my 
remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. HOEVEN. Madam President, I 
am honored to come to the floor today 
to express my support for the Presi-
dent’s nominee to the U.S. Court of Ap-
peals for the Eighth Circuit, Judge 
Ralph Erickson. 

Judge Erickson is a longtime North 
Dakotan and has been a tremendous 
public servant in his current capacity 
as Federal district court judge in 
Fargo, ND. He has made our State 
proud, and I am confident he will be an 
excellent addition to the Eighth Cir-
cuit Court. 

Judge Erickson has a distinguished 
legal career which spans over two dec-
ades. After working in private practice 
for 10 years, he served as a magistrate 
judge for Cass County and then as a 
State district judge for the East Cen-
tral Judicial District Court. In 2003, 
Judge Erickson was nominated by 
President George W. Bush to the U.S. 
District Court for the District of North 
Dakota and was quickly confirmed by 
the Senate unanimously. 

Throughout his tenure, Judge 
Erickson has demonstrated deep re-
spect for the Constitution and the rule 
of law. His judicial experience ranges 
from overseeing routine civil cases to 
cases involving extreme criminal vio-
lence. Throughout all of these cases, 
Judge Erickson practiced a measured 
and prudential legal approach that is 
necessary for a position on the second 
highest court in the United States. 

Judge Erickson has also proved to be 
a champion for Indian Country. He 
serves as the Chair of the Tribal Issues 
Advisory Group on the United States 
Sentencing Commission, where he 
works to preserve Tribal sovereignty. 
As chairman of the Senate Committee 
on Indian Affairs, I believe Judge 
Erickson’s expertise on this issue will 
be a valuable asset to the Eighth Cir-
cuit Court. 

Madam President, part of our duty as 
Senators is to evaluate the qualifica-

tions of the President’s appointees and 
to vote on their nominations accord-
ingly. This is a responsibility that I 
take very seriously, and I have no 
doubt that if confirmed, Judge 
Erickson will be an excellent circuit 
judge. I am honored to be here to sup-
port his nomination and to urge my 
colleagues to vote yes. 

I would also like to note that in the 
Gallery today we have his daughter 
Elizabeth joining us. I think it is won-
derful that she could be here to see her 
father’s confirmation vote. She is a 
sophomore at Catholic University and 
just an outstanding young person, and 
there is no doubt that she is extremely 
proud of her father today. So it is won-
derful to welcome her here for this mo-
mentous occasion. 

With that, Madam President, I ask 
for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there a 
sufficient second? 

There appears to be a sufficient sec-
ond. 

Under the previous order, all time 
having expired, the question is, Will 
the Senate advise and consent to the 
Erickson nomination? 

The yeas and nays have been ordered. 
The clerk will call the roll. 
The bill clerk called the roll. 
Mr. CORNYN. The following Senators 

are necessarily absent: the Senator 
from Mississippi (Mr. COCHRAN), the 
Senator from Alabama (Mr. STRANGE), 
and the Senator from North Carolina 
(Mr. TILLIS). 

Mr. DURBIN. I announce that the 
Senator from New Jersey (Mr. MENEN-
DEZ) is necessarily absent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Are there 
any other Senators in the Chamber de-
siring to vote? 

The result was announced—yeas 95, 
nays 1, as follows: 

[Rollcall Vote No. 207 Ex.] 

YEAS—95 

Alexander 
Baldwin 
Barrasso 
Bennet 
Blumenthal 
Blunt 
Booker 
Boozman 
Brown 
Burr 
Cantwell 
Capito 
Cardin 
Carper 
Casey 
Cassidy 
Collins 
Coons 
Corker 
Cornyn 
Cortez Masto 
Cotton 
Crapo 
Cruz 
Daines 
Donnelly 
Duckworth 
Durbin 
Enzi 
Ernst 
Feinstein 
Fischer 

Flake 
Franken 
Gardner 
Gillibrand 
Graham 
Grassley 
Harris 
Hassan 
Hatch 
Heinrich 
Heitkamp 
Heller 
Hirono 
Hoeven 
Inhofe 
Isakson 
Johnson 
Kaine 
Kennedy 
King 
Klobuchar 
Lankford 
Leahy 
Lee 
Manchin 
Markey 
McCain 
McCaskill 
McConnell 
Merkley 
Moran 
Murkowski 

Murphy 
Murray 
Nelson 
Paul 
Perdue 
Peters 
Portman 
Reed 
Risch 
Roberts 
Rounds 
Rubio 
Sanders 
Sasse 
Schatz 
Schumer 
Scott 
Shaheen 
Shelby 
Stabenow 
Sullivan 
Tester 
Thune 
Toomey 
Udall 
Van Hollen 
Warner 
Whitehouse 
Wicker 
Wyden 
Young 

NAYS—1 

Warren 

NOT VOTING—4 

Cochran 
Menendez 

Strange 
Tillis 

The nomination was confirmed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the motion to re-
consider is considered made and laid 
upon the table and the President will 
be immediately notified of the Senate’s 
action. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 

the previous order, the Senate will re-
sume consideration of the Pai nomina-
tion, which the clerk will report. 

The senior assistant legislative clerk 
read the nomination of Ajit Varadaraj 
Pai, of Kansas, to be a Member of the 
Federal Communications Commission 
for a term of five years from July 1, 
2016. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under 
the previous order, the time until 1:45 
p.m. will be equally divided. 

The Senator from Florida. 
Mr. NELSON. Madam President, I 

want to speak on the renomination of 
Ajit Pai to serve as Chairman of the 
FCC, the Federal Communications 
Commission, to serve for a term of 5 
years. 

Under the previous administration, 
the FCC always had the consumers’ 
back. Back then, that administration’s 
FCC strengthened consumer protec-
tions. It furthered competition, it pro-
tected public safety, and it pushed for-
ward to ensure universal service for all 
Americans. 

Ultimately, the success or failure of 
the FCC rises and rests not on the ful-
fillment of special interest wish lists 
but on the treatment of those who are 
least able to protect themselves and 
whether their First Amendment rights, 
including those of journalists, are vig-
orously protected. 

Chairman Pai has been a vocal and 
excessively partisan and often hostile 
opponent of pro-consumer steps taken 
by his colleagues on the FCC. We have 
seen that time after time in the pre-
vious administration. 

Since becoming Chairman of the FCC 
this year, he has systematically under-
cut much of the work done over the 
past 8 years. I want to give you several 
examples. 

He has acted to prevent millions of 
broadband subscribers from receiving 
key information about rates, terms, 
and conditions of their service. This is 
called disclosure. He has threatened 
the expansion of broadband into the 
homes of low-income Americans by 
limiting the effectiveness of the new 
Lifeline Program reforms. If that is not 
enough, he has proposed sweeping lim-
its on the ability of States and local-
ities to review and improve the instal-
lation of certain types of wireless 
equipment. Furthermore, he has sup-
ported the moves by the GOP Congress 
to eliminate commonsense privacy 
rules for broadband services. 

If all of that is not enough, he has 
eliminated several media ownership 
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rules, paving the way for a massive 
consolidation among TV and radio 
broadcast stations. Continuing, he has 
acted as if the way to improve 
broadband in rural America is to lower 
standards and saddle our most remote 
communities with slower speed and 
worse service. He has also opposed 
widely supported updates to the E-Rate 
Program, which brings broadband to 
schools and libraries in every State in 
the Nation and leaves that critical pro-
gram’s budget—and the American 
schoolchildren—in the dial-up era. 
That is not what we want for our stu-
dents. Furthermore, he has curtailed 
rules designed to help small businesses, 
schools, libraries, and hospitals to find 
competitive options for high-capacity 
telecommunications services. What 
that is going to do is likely raise the 
cost of these services and potentially 
harm their quality. 

The list I just gave does not include 
the elephant in the room—Chairman 
Pai’s planned elimination of the FCC’s 
net neutrality protections. This Sen-
ator has been very clear that I oppose 
the effort to revoke these essential 
consumer protections on the internet. I 
think Chairman Pai’s proposed course 
is shortsighted, especially when his 
preferred approach seems to be the 
abandonment of the FCC’s oversight on 
the action of broadband providers. 
These are actions that directly impact 
on the lives of millions of Americans. 

In March, I sent to Chairman Pai my 
deeply held concerns about some of 
these actions, and I expressed my sin-
cere hope that his early moves were 
not a sign of things to come, but unfor-
tunately my concerns have only been 
heightened by his record over the 
months since that conversation. 

At the end of the day, the FCC has a 
responsibility to put the public inter-
ests ahead of the powerful special in-
terests. Just as it has been under the 
leadership of the past Chairmen and 
Chairwomen, Congress expects the cur-
rent FCC to uphold the laws the Con-
gress has passed and to enforce the reg-
ulations properly adopted by the agen-
cy. 

The vast majority of the actions of 
Chairman Pai have served to eliminate 
competitive protections, to threaten 
dangerous industry consolidation, to 
make the internet less free and less 
open, and to weaken consumer protec-
tions for those most vulnerable. 

Ultimately, we need an FCC Chair-
man who has the consumers’ backs. We 
need an FCC Chairman who is not 
afraid to use the robust statutory au-
thority Congress has given to the FCC 
to protect consumers. Based on his 
record, I have serious and longstanding 
concerns about whether Chairman Pai 
really does have the consumers’ backs. 
As a result, I will oppose this nomina-
tion. 

I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-

ator from Kansas. 
FAA REAUTHORIZATION 

Mr. MORAN. Madam President, it is 
nice to see the ranking member of the 

Commerce Committee on the floor 
today. I appreciate that he and I share 
a particular view about the privatiza-
tion of air traffic control. 

Today, we are going to presumably 
pass a 6-month extension for the Fed-
eral Aviation Administration. It was 
passed by the House earlier today, and 
once again we are in a position which, 
in my view, we shouldn’t be in. We 
ought to be passing a long-term au-
thorization of the Federal Aviation Ad-
ministration. Last year, we did so. The 
Senate, with 95 votes, passed a 4-year 
FAA bill. It was the kind of meaning-
ful, bipartisan accomplishment that is 
too rare in Congress today. 

I supported that bill, but unfortu-
nately when it was sent to the House 
and it came time to meet that last 
year’s deadline, we were ultimately 
forced to pass a short-term extension— 
which I opposed. 

Our ongoing efforts to pass a long- 
term bill, Republicans and Democrats 
in both Chambers of Congress, have 
found common ground and consensus 
among the entire aviation community 
on a wide range of important issues. 

I am talking about reforms to 
strengthen the Contract Power Pro-
gram, one of the most and overwhelm-
ingly popular and successful FAA pro-
grams. That matters a lot to the State 
of Kansas, and communities in the 
State of Nebraska as well, the home of 
the Presiding Officer in the Senate. 

I am talking about streamlining the 
aircraft certification process that al-
lows the FAA to focus its valuable re-
sources elsewhere while generating a 
positive impact on our economy and 
job security in the aviation manufac-
turing sector. Because, once again, 
Congress refuses to set aside the per-
petually controversial proposal to pri-
vatize our Nation’s air traffic control, 
we are left, again, with a short-term 
extension. It is another one of those 
take-it-or-leave-it moments that is oc-
curring here at the eleventh hour in 
advance of September 30. 

We know in the Senate this proposal 
for privatization will never have the 
votes to pass. Yet we keep considering 
short-term extensions that are dam-
aging to the aviation community, par-
ticularly the airports that need cer-
tainty in planning their infrastructure 
projects, and they will be, first and 
foremost, to improve the safety for our 
air travelers. 

A 6-month extension, in my view, is 
too short to provide the certainty that 
is needed. The grant process, at the De-
partment of Transportation, will be on-
going, but no airport can plan based 
upon whether the FAA is going to be 
authorized 6 months from now. 

I have come to the floor numerous 
times before to talk about how Kansas 
is a special place when it comes to 
aviation. Kansas has built three out of 
every four general aviation aircraft 
since the Wright brothers first flew at 
Kitty Hawk. Today, over 40,000 Kan-
sans earn a living in manufacturing, 
operating, and servicing our world’s 

highest quality aircraft. These aviation 
businesses and their employees depend 
upon our ability to compete in a global 
marketplace, an ability which is sig-
nificantly damaged when we are put-
ting off passage of a long-term reau-
thorization bill not just once but year 
after year. 

While general aviation manufac-
turing is our State’s largest industry, 
it is not just those manufacturers and 
their employees who understand the 
problems and ramifications with pri-
vatization of air traffic control. 

I have often said on the floor that I 
think at times I get categorized, as a 
Senator from Kansas, as a State that 
manufactures lots of airplanes and that 
my views are therefore solely related 
to the airplane manufacturing sector. I 
certainly bring that perspective to 
Congress, and I speak often and work 
often on behalf of the manufacturing of 
aircraft. But any of us who represent 
airports and communities that are not 
the largest in the country ought to op-
pose the privatization of air traffic 
control. 

This is not the traditional rural- 
versus-urban argument that occurs 
sometimes around here. This is not 
about little towns versus everybody 
else. This is about everyone except for 
the largest cities with the largest air-
ports and the most travelers. So this is 
not about just Garden City, KS; or 
Manhattan, my hometown; or Hays, 
my former hometown. This is about 
Wichita and Topeka. This is about 
Kansas City. All but the absolutely 
largest airports would be damaged by 
the privatization of air traffic control. 

We have said this many times. It is 
important to the manufacturers, but it 
is also important to the survival of 
communities that I represent and that 
all of my colleagues represent across 
the country. 

Everywhere I go in Kansas, I am re-
minded that ATC privatization is a bad 
idea. The idea that we would allow a 
13-member private board to make deci-
sions about the future of airports and 
air transportation across the country 
is troublesome. Moreover, even the 
major providers of aircraft and avi-
onics equipment that reside in Kan-
sas—those businesses that create thou-
sands of jobs in my State—are perhaps 
even more outspoken against privatiza-
tion than anyone. These businesses 
know that privatization of the Nation’s 
most complex air system is a solution 
without a problem that will ultimately 
create lots of problems, lots of unin-
tended consequences. 

Americans expect leadership from 
their elected officials in Washington. 
At a time when partisan dysfunction 
puts up constant barriers in the legis-
lative process, we should be doing ev-
erything we can to find common 
ground and pass legislation that will 
have immediate positive impacts on 
our economy. For so much of the FAA 
reauthorization last year and again 
this year, we found that common 
ground—except for this one divisive 
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issue that we know ultimately will not 
become law. It impedes the oppor-
tunity to do what, without almost any 
exception, Members of the House and 
Senate have agreed to. 

True FAA reform will dramatically 
increase the ability of American avia-
tion manufacturers and businesses to 
create jobs. This short-term extension 
represents yet another regrettably 
missed opportunity to do just that. 

Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 

SASSE). The Senator from Alaska. 
TRIBUTE TO ROZANN KIMPTON 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, every 
week, I have been coming to the floor 
to talk about my State and what I 
think makes it the greatest State in 
the country and in the world. We like 
to celebrate and recognize somebody in 
Alaska who is making a difference for 
their community, for the State, and for 
the country, and we like to call these 
extraordinary Alaskan individuals our 
Alaskan of the Week. 

Like many of us here in the Senate, 
I spent a lot of time recently in August 
traveling throughout my home State, 
and wherever I went, I met strong, gen-
erous, versatile Alaskans, many of 
whom survive in some of the harshest 
conditions on the planet but still have 
time for their communities and their 
families and their neighbors. But, like 
in many places around the country, I 
also saw the scourge of addiction that 
is tearing apart communities and tear-
ing apart families. 

We have all heard how addiction is 
often passed down through generations. 
There are many in Alaska and many 
throughout the country who are deter-
mined to break this intergenerational 
cycle of addiction and many who are 
succeeding. We don’t always hear about 
them, but there are many. So this 
afternoon I wish to introduce my col-
leagues to 81-year-old Rozann Kimpton, 
our Alaskan of the Week, who is doing 
that and a lot more. 

Rozann and her husband moved to 
Alaska from Washington State in 1958, 
and they immediately settled in. They 
ran businesses together, including a 
small retail store, and then they got 
into construction and contracting. 
They raised two children. They were a 
team. About 10 years ago, they moved 
to a large plot of land in Wasilla, AK— 
over 50 acres—to spend time in retire-
ment, and they made plans: gardening, 
traveling around the world. But it 
didn’t take long for Rozann to recog-
nize that something was wrong—very 
wrong—in her family, particularly with 
what was happening to two of her 
great-grandchildren, Luke and Aman-
da. They were living in a situation that 
was harmful to them and they needed 
help. 

At this point, Rozann’s husband was 
also suffering from his own illness— 
cancer—but the two of them took Luke 
and Amanda in and adopted them. ‘‘It 
was the only way to make sure they 
were safe,’’ Rozann said. ‘‘And when a 
kid needs to be taken care of, and when 

a mommy and daddy can’t, you do it,’’ 
she said. ‘‘I couldn’t live with myself 
knowing that they were in danger and 
I did nothing.’’ This is Rozann talking 
about her two great-grandkids. 

That was 10 years ago. Rozann, now a 
widow, lives with Amanda and Luke on 
that big plot of land in Wasilla. Aman-
da is a senior in high school, and Luke 
is an eighth grader. They are great 
kids. As a matter of fact, I just had the 
opportunity to visit with them in my 
office yesterday. 

Amanda loves geometry. She plays a 
violin with the Wasilla Youth Orches-
tra and drums and dances with the 
Intertribal Drum Group in Anchorage. 
Luke’s big dream is to join the Navy, 
which I think is great. 

The three of them volunteer in their 
community, helping foster kids. Aman-
da makes blankets for the foster kids. 
Every Sunday, they drive over 100 
miles to attend Emanuel Presbyterian 
Church in Anchorage, which is like a 
second home to all of them. 

In addition to all of this, Rozann is 
the area volunteer coordinator for Vol-
unteers of America Grandfamilies, a 
grandparents support group. Once a 
month, she has a picnic for her fellow 
grandparents and other parents who 
have adopted kids. The kids play 
games, eat hamburgers and hot dogs, 
and adults sit around the campfire, 
share stories, and encourage one an-
other in all the work they are doing. 
She is in constant contact with about 
25 families, and whenever she spots 
someone she thinks might need help 
with their kids, their grandkids, or 
their great-grandkids, she gives them 
her card. 

‘‘I am not a shy person,’’ she said. ‘‘I 
will talk to anyone who looks like they 
are struggling, and I am particularly 
good at spotting grandparents who are 
raising kids’’—grandparents who are 
raising kids throughout our great Na-
tion. 

As the opioid crisis is hitting Alaska, 
just like it is hitting so many other 
States, she is seeing more and more 
grandparents stepping in. ‘‘It is a 
plague,’’ she said, ‘‘but the most impor-
tant thing is to help the children as 
early as possible, and to do what we 
can to make sure they don’t carry on 
that plague.’’ 

Rozann Kimpton is here right now in 
Washington, DC. As I mentioned, I had 
a great meeting with her yesterday. 
She is here to attend a banquet where 
her efforts will be recognized. She is 
the 2017 recipient of the Alaska Angels 
in Adoption Award and will be recog-
nized by the Congressional Coalition on 
Adoption. 

Rozann, thank you for your warmth 
and for all your hard work for Alaska. 
Congratulations on your award, and 
congratulations on being our Alaskan 
of the Week. 

ECONOMIC GROWTH 
Mr. President, an issue I have been 

coming to the Senate floor to speak 
about for the past couple of years is an 
issue that I don’t think we focus on 

enough here in the Congress, here in 
the Senate, and that is the key issue of 
America’s economic growth. 

With the exception of national secu-
rity, strong, robust economic growth is 
probably the most important issue we 
can be focused on in this body. We cer-
tainly have many challenges in this 
country, but so many of them are made 
easier when the American economy is 
strong, when job opportunities are 
plentiful and optimism in the future 
because of that strong economic 
growth is high. 

So how have we been doing over the 
past decade? I want everyone to take a 
look at this chart. The answer is, not 
very well; not very well at all. This 
chart shows the gross domestic prod-
uct—GDP—decade after decade 
through different administrations, 
Democratic and Republican, over the 
last several decades. So if we take a 
look at the chart, we see Kennedy, 
Johnson, Nixon, Ford, Carter, Reagan, 
Clinton, Bush 41 and 43, and President 
Obama. We see where levels have been. 
We see that over the years, over the 
decades, the average economic growth 
is about right here—about 4 percent. 

There has been a lot of talk about 
what has made America great and what 
makes America great. This is what 
makes America great: strong, robust, 
economic growth decade after decade. 
That is the key. 

So what happened over the past dec-
ade, right here? If we take a look right 
here at this red line, that is 3 percent. 
That is not the traditional level. Tradi-
tional levels over 200-plus years of 
American history are closer to 4 per-
cent. But 3 percent GDP growth is con-
sidered OK—not bad, not great, but 
pretty good, and something we should 
all aspire to, something we should hit. 

When we look at this chart, we see 
that in the last decade we never hit it, 
not even 3 percent GDP growth—more 
like 1.5, 2 percent. As a matter of fact, 
President Obama is the first President 
in American history where we never 
hit 3 percent GDP growth for a year. 

I know what some may be thinking. 
This seems to be a pretty important 
issue, right? Economic growth last dec-
ade not even hitting 3 percent. Why 
wasn’t the press writing about that? 
We didn’t hear many stories in the 
press about this very important issue— 
a decade of lost economic growth. 
Many of us come to the floor to talk 
about this critical issue, and there is a 
yawn in the Press Gallery. There is no 
interest. It is hard to understand why. 

One theory I have is that if you look 
at our country more broadly, these are 
the numbers—very, very weak 
growth—but certain places in the coun-
try over the last 10 years have actually 
done very well, especially this city, 
Washington, DC. It has been growing 
very strong, with probably 5, 6 percent 
growth. Some other places, some of the 
coastal big cities, including New York, 
San Francisco, and Boston, are all 
doing well—way higher than 3 percent. 
They are growing stronger. So the 
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press, in my view, is probably not that 
interested in this number because in 
places like Washington, everything 
seemed to be going great. But it wasn’t 
going great. 

Think about this: If Washington or 
L.A. or New York or San Francisco are 
growing at 3 or 4 percent growth and 
yet the country is at about 1.5 or 2 per-
cent, then there are probably huge 
parts of America that are actually 
shrinking, not growing at all. 

These charts talk about economic 
growth, GDP. It can sound a little bit 
wonky. Really, GDP is a marker for 
the health of our economy. It is an in-
dicator of American progress. It is a 
proxy for the American dream and op-
timism in the future. 

As this chart shows, we have had a 
sick economy over the last 10 years, a 
lost decade of economic growth. The 
press hasn’t written much about it, and 
when they have, they have typically 
bought the line of the previous admin-
istration saying: Hey, look, we know 
that the traditional levels of economic 
growth are close to 4 percent. Look at 
Clinton, look at Reagan—41⁄2, 5, 6. We 
know that is the case. We know 3 per-
cent is OK. But we haven’t hit that in 
the last 10 years, so what is wrong? 
Well, the press started buying the line 
from the last administration: That is 
the ‘‘new normal.’’ We can’t hit 3 per-
cent anymore. We certainly can’t hit 4 
percent anymore. So 11⁄2, 2 percent is 
America hitting on all cylinders. I be-
lieve that is a surrender. I believe 
dumbing down our expectations for 
economic growth is a retreat from the 
American dream. 

As you know, the American people 
aren’t buying this. They are not buying 
the dumbing down. They are not say-
ing: Oh yeah, we can live with this 11⁄2 
percent growth. Sure. No problem. 
They are wise, and they aren’t buying 
the dumbing down. 

We all saw the book recently released 
by former Senator and Secretary of 
State Hillary Clinton, and her book is 
entitled ‘‘What Happened.’’ What hap-
pened? This is what happened: Our citi-
zens saw the American dream slipping 
away after a lost decade of economic 
growth, and they weren’t ready to sur-
render to the new normal. 

What do we need to focus on in the 
Senate? We have to start moving be-
yond this. We have to. We need policies 
that are going to focus on reigniting 
growth—the growth that Democrats 
and Republicans have supported for 
decades. What is that? I think there is 
a lot of agreement—infrastructure, less 
burdensome regulations, energy. Amer-
ica has enormous supplies of energy 
that we can take advantage of. Yet the 
issue we are starting to debate now in 
the Senate is tax reform. 

As we debate this and work in a bi-
partisan way—I have heard a lot of my 
colleagues say that we do need to un-
dertake tax reform. We need to keep 
asking ourselves, on all these policies, 
what they will do to reignite growth, 
to reignite the American dream, to 

allow hard-working American families 
to keep more of their paychecks, and 
to return to the optimism that comes 
with a robust economy, not just along 
the coast of America but throughout 
the entire country, to get back to that 
optimism and growth. That is what I 
am going to be doing as we undertake 
this debate on tax reform. 

The Trump administration is off to 
an OK start. The first quarter—again, 
kind of a hangover from the Obama 
years—1.2 percent growth. That is not 
good at all. The last quarter, second 
quarter, was 3.1. It hit above 3 percent, 
which is what the President says his 
policies are meant to do. As long as 
they are focused on that, I certainly 
am going to be somebody who wants to 
support those kinds of pro-growth poli-
cies, and I think it is imperative, 
whether it is tax reform, infrastruc-
ture, regulatory reform, or energy, 
that we all come together in this body 
and make sure we work together so the 
next decade of growth in America does 
not look like this last one and gets us 
over 3 percent, gets us back to tradi-
tional levels of growth. I don’t think 
there is anything more important we 
can do in the Senate than getting back 
to those important levels of growth for 
our country and our citizens. 

TRIBUTE TO TYLER ROBERTS AND MICHAEL 
SOUKUP 

Mr. President, I wish to say a few 
words about some of my staff who have 
done a great job serving Alaskans and 
who are leaving my office soon. I am 
going to miss them a lot. One is here 
now, and he will probably be embar-
rassed that I am talking about him on 
the Senate floor—Tyler Roberts. 

Tyler has been a legislative assistant 
of mine, handling healthcare, budget, 
tax. He is leaving to join the private 
sector. He has been with me from the 
beginning, 21⁄2 years ago. I can tell you 
this: He has worked long hours serving 
the people of our great State and has 
set a tone in the office of hard work, 
diligent work, good-natured, and we 
are going to miss Tyler very much. 

I wish to also recognize Michael 
Soukup. Michael is our digital director 
and press secretary. From educating 
Alaskans on what we are doing in DC 
to designing poster boards like this, 
creating awesome graphics and videos, 
Michael has been an invaluable mem-
ber of my team as well. He is an artist. 
Like all good artists, his work has a 
distinctive look and style. If you see 
one of my photo montages on Facebook 
and you think it is well-done, which we 
do, you can thank Michael. We call 
them Soukup specials. 

Tyler has also worked tirelessly for 
me and Alaska, his home State. I know 
that he will bring the same amount of 
creativity, ingenuity, and integrity to 
all he does as he moves into the next 
phase of his career. 

Thank you to all my staff. 
Mr. President, I yield the floor. 
I suggest the absence of a quorum. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 

clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

DISASTER TAX RELIEF AND AIR-
PORT AND AIRWAY EXTENSION 
ACT OF 2017 
Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, as 

in legislative session, I ask unanimous 
consent that the Senate proceed to the 
immediate consideration of H.R. 3823. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will report the bill by title. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H.R. 3823) to amend title 49, United 

States Code, to extend authorizations for the 
airport improvement program, to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to extend the 
funding and expenditure authority of the 
Airport and Airway Trust Fund, to provide 
disaster tax relief, and for other purposes. 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Cas-
sidy amendment at the desk be agreed 
to and the bill, as amended, be consid-
ered read a third time. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

The amendment (No. 1108) was agreed 
to, as follows: 
(Purpose: To strike the provisions relating 

to development of a private flood insur-
ance market) 
Strike title IV. 
The amendment was ordered to be 

engrossed and the bill to be read a 
third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 
Mr. MCCONNELL. I know of no fur-

ther debate on the bill. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 

is no further debate, the bill having 
been read the third time, the question 
is, Shall the bill pass? 

The bill (H.R. 3823), as amended, was 
passed. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the mo-
tion to reconsider be considered made 
and laid upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

Mr. MCCONNELL. I suggest the ab-
sence of a quorum. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
clerk will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that the order 
for the quorum call be rescinded. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, it is so ordered. 

f 

EXECUTIVE CALENDAR—Continued 

PUERTO RICO AND U.S. VIRGIN ISLANDS 
RECOVERY EFFORT 

Mr. BLUMENTHAL. Mr. President, I 
am here for the third time in as many 
days to talk about this Nation’s re-
sponse to a humanitarian crisis affect-
ing millions of Americans—the people 
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